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This Office Action is in response to Applicant's Amendment A 
of 04 December 1992 and to Applicant's Amendment B of 30 March 
1993. It is noted that claims 1-7 have been cancelled, and that 
claims 8-12 are newly-added. Claims 8-12 are in the case. 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 
35 U.S.C. § 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this 
section made in this Office action: 

"A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a 
printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one 
year prior to the date of application for patent in the 
United States." 

Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102 (b) as being 
anticipated by Lee et al ('027); Weldon, Jr. ('246); or, Feistel ('055). 

Lee et al ('027); Weldon, Jr. ('246); and, Feistel ('055) all show 
systems that use pseudorandom sequences to encrypt and decrypt 
the data sent between the two communicating parties. It is noted 
that the language in claim 8 does not link the provision of the "seed 
value" to the transmitter and the provision of the "seed value" to the 
receiver. Further, it is noted that "providing" does not indicate that 
the "seed value" is generated. Please note in section 4.1 of Primality 
and Cryptography by Evangelos Kranakis that the use of seed values 
is inherent in pseudorandom number generators. 
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Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102 (b) as being 
anticipated by Lee et a! ('027). 

As for the further limitation of dependent claim 12, the 
provision of the "seed value" via mail (as written in Figure 1) is 
inherently the provision of the seed value from a center separate 
from the transmitter and the receiver in the the transmitter is not a 
mailing facility. Please note column 3, lines 32-49 of Lee et al ('027) 
with respect to seeding. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103 which forms the 
basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

"A patent may not be obtained though the invention 
is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would 
have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not 
be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

Subject matter developed by another person, which 
qualifies as prior art only under subsection (f) and (g) 
of section 102 of this title, shall not preclude 
patentability under this section where the subject 
matter and the claimed invention were, at the time the 
invention was made, owned by the same person or 
subject to an obligation of assignment to the same 
person." 
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Claim 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 as being unpatentable 
over Lee et al ("027); Weldon, Jr. ("246); or, Feistel ('055). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill-in-the-art 
to compress the data communicated in Lee et al ('027); Weldon, Jr. 
('246); or, Feistel ('055) for the old and well-known advantage of 
greater data capacity per unit of time. 

. Claims 9-10 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Section 4.1 of "Primality and Cryptography" by Evangelos 
Kranakis is cited to show that the use of seed values is inherent in 
pseudorandom number generators. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new grounds of 
rejection. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). The practice of automatically extending 
the shortened statutory period an additional month upon the filing of 
a timely first response to a final rejection has been discontinued by 
the Office. See 1021 TMOG 35. 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR RESPONSE TO THIS FINAL 
ACTION IS SET TO EXPIRE THREE MONTHS FROM THE DATE OF THIS 
ACTION. IN THE EVENT A FIRST RESPONSE IS FILED WITHIN TWO 
MONTHS OF THE MAILING DATE OF THIS FINAL ACTION AND THE 
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ADVISORY ACTION IS NOT MAILED UNTIL AFTER THE END OF THE 
THREE-MONTH SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD, THEN THE 
SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD WILL EXPIRE ON THE DATE THE 
ADVISORY ACTION IS MAILED, AND ANY EXTENSION FEE PURSUANT 
TO 37 CFR 1.136(a) WILL BE CALCULATED FROM THE MAILING DATE 
OF THE ADVISORY ACTION. IN NO EVENT WILL THE STATUTORY 
PERIOD FOR RESPONSE EXPIRE LATER THAN SIX MONTHS FROM THE 
DATE OF THIS FINAL ACTION. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Examiner 
Bernarr Gregory whose telephone number is (703)-308-0479. Any 
inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this 
application should be directed to the Group receptionist whose 
telephone number is (703)-308-0766. 
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